STATUS OF Neoscopelus (NEOSCOPELIDAE) IN THE GULF OF MEXICO WITH DISTRIBUTIONAL NOTES ON Caulolatilus chrysops (BRANCHIOSTEGIDAE) AND Etelis oculatus (LUTJANIDAE)
While aboard the National Marine Fisheries Service FRS OREGON II in August 1983 (Cruise 136) we were able to gather data on four species of fishes, enhancing our knowledge of the Gulf distribution and relative abundance of these animals. Bottom longlining produced two reef-associated species thought to be rare or absent from the northern Gulf of Mexico, the goldface tilefish (Caulolatilus chrysops) Johnson, 1863, and N. microchir Matsubara, 1943 , are more common (seven confirmed records; Nafpaktitus, 1977) . The two species of Neos"Jope/us are readily distinguished from one another on the basis of the length of the LO (lateral) photophore series, and on differences in gill-raker, pectoral and anal fin ray counts. Nafpaktitus (1977) pointed out that "the great morphological similarity of the species in the genus Neoscope/us and the very limited circulation of Matsubara's (1943) work on N. microchir have resulted in the assignment by previous workers of most of the Atlantic material to N. macrolepidotus. The confusion can be resolved only after careful re-examination and correct identification of all the material reported so far." This is exemplified in the reports of Springer and Bullis (1956) and Bullis and Thompson (1965) Bullis and Thompson (1965) , plus Nafpaktitus' (1977) seven records indicate that both N. macro/epidotus and N. microchir are widespread in appropriate depths from ,. (1977.) .,
Florida to the Guianas (Fig. 1) Fig. 3 The branchiostegid genus Cau/olati/us contains 11 species, eight of which occur in the western Atlantic (Dooley 1978 (Dooley , 1981 . C. chrysops (Valenciennes, 1833) , has been recorded· from North Carolina to the Tortugas, Florida; Cuba; Venezuela and Brazil, but not from the Gulf of Mexico proper (Dooley 1981) . Hoese and Moore (1977) note that c, chrysops is reported from Yucatan and the Gulf of Campeche, and refer the reader to Randall (1968) Fig. 4 Hoese and Moore (1977) did not include E. oculatus (Valenciennes, 1828) in their book on the fishes of the western Gulf of Mexico, and although Vergara (1978) included Gulf waters in the distribution map for the species, he noted that it had not been collected in the northern Gulf. The first documented record (TCWC 2351.1), taken 22 March 1978 from off the Texas-Louisiana coast, served as Anderson's (1981) basis for inclusion of the Gulf of Mexico in his range for the species (pers. comm.). Murdy (1983) also included the species in his key. We were able to collect four specimens in the same vicinity using bottom longlines aboard the FRS OREGON II on 12 Aug. 1983. Marine Advisory Service Specialist Gary Graham (pers. comm.) informs us that queen snappers are taken fre- Burgess. l 4 Gulf of Mexico Science, Vol. 7 [1984] , No. 2, Art. 5 https://aquila.usm.edu/goms/vol7/iss2/5 DOI: 10.18785/negs. 0702.05 ,· quently by commercial fishermen in that area, and yields are sometimes over 200 pounds (eviscerated weight) per set. Finucane, et a/. (1979) captured three larvae (3.6-4.9 mm) in Bongo nets on 13-14 July 1977 at 28°54'N, 94°45'W, indicating the population of E. oculatus in the western Gulf is reproductively active, and is not a seasonal immigrant or waif in the area. E. oculatus has been reported from the eastern Gulf by Darcy and Gutherz (1984) 
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